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* ™.3j!Jtf •?* WiU have fiT L ««»«ions with de Gsulle, totaling seven and 
LESS*"? (a »«w ta «W"y 5* of the time probably recused for ££r! 
hal^i^ ) ; B w 0Ur ° f ?T ■ e * ting * •*• * loDa ^ interpreters. dJ Gaulle 
■eeting on Friday, May JL , at 12*30 de Caulle may indicate, in what order he 
K^wi* f"J« ■**•*■• Since, however, h£ has not done so to**.. 

dEcusS^^^ tte "*" " ^ ■■»• *p~ AfSs 

^?:L^b^vir w r^jar funda - enui i8 ™ - -0^^^^ 

for JLES&iF n™ 8 l9 , 0taj "P«» lfic *rt>J«et which de Caulle singled oat 
for discussion. Re considers it of paramount Importance and sxronrlv tJZnL 

onBeSi! ^•^ FrenCh P^ 8 * 1 *? ««itted to maintenance of Western position 
on Berlin and express agreement with de Gaulle's very firm ooeltlAfi «« £Ii4« 

SStSS^f^'lfie 1 ! -**•■* ^ead'witt^tSg^^iSlS £ 
Wtahington and fact that French representative here mayweed ftOler JSstracUons 

OS ^ri^SS^ ^^f* 1 ^ ^w ^ •« largely in agreement. Emphasise 
W.5. support for broad political objectives of EEC (de Gaulle's «nAr^+ <£! 
European integration is likewise best —ns £ avoU restr^t cSSn'natton- 

^J], ^Si* Another area in which our interests and policies largely 
wi ;-. S £* M "■* ""PP 01 * for French Policy of self-determination as 

SM^K* *? ^fif"*"* ln Algeria. We are well pleased with progress 
?J C v fl*** in Af rtca of rr « nch Persuasion are making and orderly w in 

reis^^fr? *2? 1 1 nd r ndence - ^ - h «™ «»2 SI? dSlre^es" 
SSSSi** 1 ( P*^ iculM, ly »ilitary) to the African states and a feSiinor 
?«™P ;wiV l8e ?? ftPe \ 1 * r and lar « e *• «• in *ooord. We strongly^eUevI 
E^I i^i !°llL i r tt i to pUy * "•J 01 * «*• in A ^ica especially i J the 
V?a£ Sr^v^* 8 ^ "i?"^"'^ *> not seTt, £&£ ?er. 
betJSn^rlSI^S ^ » ir f n «l h °* *»• <^tvr»l and other relationships 
Sur^rSterSt! 11 " 6 territoriM — «■"■- *•* continuation in 



^ th»ir 5 i W "j™* 8 *« ^«* of disagreement. De Gaulle's distrust of 
ofcwSsJiED ^ H " con8ld * PS **• *•*• ^ngo operation a failure 
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which should be terminated. While there is no hope of converting de Gaulle 
-?S° \z„ • u PP 0P *« r » *• probably should review for him reasons why we con- 
sider the U.N. so important to Western policy. It could be added that without 
tne U.W., the chaos in the Congo would have been such worse. 

6) U&aJaericat De Gaulle acknowledges this as area of primary U.S. 
responsibility. However, stress that U.S. not only not suspicious of Frenoh 
■°£™,} n U i ln A ^ pie » ** *>*" like Prance to play a greater role bath 
culturally and economically. We think France could be helpful in the Cuba* 
problem It could be Mentioned to de Oaulle that we also would hope France 
Bight assist in the latin American commodity problem by urging the Six not 

£ SSrK ^mamS^lWTSJ ^5™ tropical products. Finally we should 
be entirely candid with de Gaulle on the Cuban affair. 

7) Southeast Asjat This should be discussed under the general problem 
of Ccmmnlst aggression and penetration. It should be discussed to cover 

J5!S*I!J f"t f !* t !r J* "? U M UoB ' Talk8 w ««^n« the Geneva Conference 
could be left to the Foreign Ministers. Stress could be laid on obtaining 

l![!?!- + 2 £! , ? t i?? J n cpc *ting ««winely neutral government and not one 
dominated by leftist elements. We should combat de OauU •- view that Laos 

iJr£T: P i! r ! 1 "^ lS ieh 2? ** rtandoned with impunity, anu continue our 
efforts to Improve the performance of the Royal Amy. 

85 T rtP"tite Consultation! This remains one of the major issues be. 

taas^M^ s e for re *, 8on8 ° f prid * ■** ** **— «*« in **•» °* ws 

previous disappointments. Ve could reiterate our previous offer to hold 
tripartite military discussions, and indicate a willingness to consider 
occasional tripartite Reads of Government meetings. Also lay emphasis on 
our desire really to consult with French on substance of all issues. We 
p ^ ce J "? re iM P orUncft on the substance than the fora of consultation. We 
certainly are willing and intend to consult with France bilaterally on prob- 
lems on same basis as with British. In addition all of the existing 
machinery for periodic tripartite consultation at the Foreign Ministers' 
level and in the capitals, especially in Washington between the Secretary 
of State and the two ambassadors, should continue in force. 

9) foclear Problems! We know well de Gaulle's desire for an inde- 
pendent French nuclear deterrent from which he cannot be deflected. We 
know also his belief that the U.S. should turn nuclear "secrets" over to 
France. He likewise know our unwillingness to meet him and he may not 
raise the problem. However, it is so fundamental, the President should 
consider reviewing our policy, including our views on control of nuclear 
weapons and against the proliferation thereof. Likewise we should give de 

SS Jw ?* 11 4f*w n f 0¥ S. a j; P° 88lbl « of the present U.S. nuclear capability, 
both that committed to NATO and that existing otherwise. 

10) NATO » De Gaulle's objections to NATO are closely tied to his views 
on nuclear problems. One difficulty has been de Gaulle's doubts regarding 
the U.S. use of the deterrent. It could be explained the extent to which 
NATO is now a nuclear power and that the use by NATO of its nuclear forces 
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in Europe would inevitably lead to the use of the additional U.S. deterrent 
(SAC). De Gaulle could also be told why we favor equipping NATO with those 
weapons which now actually exist such as POLARIS. Oar view on the need for 
strengthening conventional forces should also be covered. Also reiterate 
vital iaportanee of WTO as a vehicle for bringing together the forces of 
all the allies, and the overriding iaportanee which we attach to NATO. 
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